AGENDA OF THE REGULAR SESSION

CITY OF AUBURN PLANNING COMMISSION
1225 LINCOLN WAY, AUBURN, CA 95603

July 16, 2013
6:00 PM
(Immediately following the HDRC meeting)

Planning Commissioners City Staff

Matt Spokely, Chairman Will Wong, Community Development Director
Roger Luebkeman

Fred Vitas

Nick Willick

Lisa Worthington

L.

II.

I1l.

Iv.

VI

CALL TO ORDER
APPROVAL OF MINUTES
July 2, 2013

PUBLIC COMMENT

This is the time provided so that persons may speak to the Commission on any item not
on this agenda. Please make your comments as brief as possible. The Commission
cannot act on items not included on this agenda; however, the items will be automatically
referred to City staff.

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT FOLLOW-UP REPORTS

A.  City Council Meetings
B.  Future Planning Commission Meetings
C. Reports

PLANNING COMMISSION REPORTS

The purpose of these reports is to provide a forum for Planning Commissioners to bring
forth their own ideas to the Commission. No decisions are to be made on these issues. If
a Commissioner would like formal action on any of these discussed items, it will be
placed on a future Commission agenda.

FUTURE PLANNING COMMISSION AGENDA ITEMS
Planning Commissioners will discuss and agree on items and/or projects to be placed on

future Commission agendas for the purpose of updating the Commission on the progress
of items and/or projects.



VII. ADJOURNMENT

Thank you for attending the meeting. The Planning Commission welcomes your interest
and participation. If you want to speak on any item on the agenda, as directed by the
Chairman, simply go to the lectern, give your name, address, sign in and speak on the
subject. Please try to keep your remarks to a maximum of five minutes, focus on the
issues before the Planning Commission and try not to repeat information already given to
the Commission by a prior speaker. Always speak into the microphone, as the meeting is
recorded on tape. It is the policy of the Commission not to begin consideration of a
project after 10:00 PM. Such projects will be continued to the next meeting.

Materials related to an item on this Agenda submitted to the Planning Commission after

distribution of the agenda packet are available for public inspection in the Community
Development Department during normal business hours.

PC7-16-13



MINUTES OF THE
AUBURN CITY PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING
July 2, 2013

The regular session of the Auburn City Planning Commission was called to order on July 2,
2013, at 6:00 p.m. by Chair Spokely in the Council Chambers, 1225 Lincoln Way, Auburn,
California.

COMMISSIONERS PRESENT: Spokely, Willick, Worthington

COMMISSIONERS ABSENT: Luebkeman, Vitas

STAFF PRESENT: Will Wong, Commumty Development Director
: Reg Muuay, Semor Planner.

L. CALL TO ORDER

IL. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

. APPROVAL OF MINUTES

None

IV. PUBLIC COMMENT

None

V. PUBLIC HEARING

A _:;'ORBINANCE . AMENDMENT - EMERGENCY SHELTERS
"::.:_- .. The City of Aﬁburn ploposes to amend the Auburn Municipal Code to establlsh the

. Emergency Shelter (ES) overlay zone and establish standards for permanent and
' __"mporary emergency shelters.  The ordinance also permits supportive and
a ing in the City’s multi-family residential (R-3) zone.

Planner Murray presented the staff report, reviewing the history associated with the
City’s consideration of adopting code amendments for emergency shelters in
conformance with Senate Bill 2. He reviewed the City Council’s direction to utilize
the overlay zone process to allow for emergency shelters, the amendments necessary
for the overlay zone code revisions, and the proposed development standards for
both permanent and temporary shelters. Planner Murray summarized several
revisions to the standards as recommended by the City Council. He also referred to
a staff memo released subsequent to the staff report and the two proposed revisions
contained therein, one relating to the regulation of smoking, drinking, and drug use



in shelters and another relating to an addition to the operations plan requirements for
temporary shelters.

Planner Murray also noted that the Ordinance would permit Supportive and
Transitional Housing in the Medium Density Multiple-family Residential Zone
District (R-3).

Planner Murray pointed out that a letter had been received from Legal Services of
Northern California prior to the meeting and had been provided to the Commission.

Commissioner Worthington asked if staff had researc d" other 3urlsdlct10ns in Placer
County to see how they were planning for the emerg_ v

Planner Murray clarified that SB 2 does rot require t :'_____Juusdwtlons provide
emergency shelters, but adopt zoning standalds that would allow shelters by right
and without the need for additional dlSC etionary permlts '

Commissioner Worthington asked 1f the;overlay. "rocess that allows shelters would
walve any variance requuements of a use if they would normally be necessary.

Planner Murray mdlcated that the. Wordlng was appropriate and had been reviewed
by the City Attorney. . - -

Commissioner Worthington asked why the new ordinance included a definition of
“family.”

Planner Murray commented that the City’s current definition is out of date and needs
to be replaced.



Commissioner Worthington expressed concern about the proposed re-wording of the
standard addressing smoking, drinking, and drug use in staff’s memo.

Planner Murray noted that the language was developed by the City Attorney, that it
complies with the requirements of SB 2, and that it insures that the operation of any
emergency facility will comply with all applicable laws.

Commissioner Worthington asked if the revised standard prepared by the City
Attorney had been reviewed by the Police Department.

Director Wong noted that all operations plans are sub ct to the review of the Police
Department. ;
Commissioner Worthington stated her support for setting he occupancy limit for
temporary shelters at 20 persons to be. consistent with City Cou'_"‘ ’s recommended
standard for permanent shelters.

Chairman Spokely noted that the two rezone entltlements asso<:1ated w1th the zone
overlay code amendments are rather narrow _focused and questioned whether
Council felt the Industrial, (M-Z) zone district P v1ously considered by the City had
been too broad. G

Planner Murray stated that there ar 1
community, but after. the addluonﬂ:of abuffer fr:
the M-2 zong was ‘
Saclamento Street ared

:M-2 areas throughout the
: ,_1ng1e-fam11y residential property,
imited to two basic areas in town including the Borland and

Director Wong addex
emergency shelter :

that.during the City Council’s earlier consideration of
aff had prowded Council with a review of all of the City’s
ding Single-family Residential (R-1) and Open Space (OSC).
-‘ teview of all of the zone districts, Council directed staff to
pursue the ove lay zohc process. Director Wong also noted that the overlay zone
process, an e, two Rezone entitlements also on the agenda, are the projects
presented for the. Commission’s review, but the Commission could comment on the
process selected by Council if they also wished to do so.

Chau’men__Sp_qlgely opened the public hearing.

Suzi Defosset, representing herself as an Auburn resident, a representative of the
Placer Consortium on Homelessness, and an executive of The Gathering Inn,
addressed the Commission. Ms. Defosset commented that The Gathering Inn uses
the “nomadic” model (i.e. housing the homeless at different facilities each day). She
noted that a 20-occupant limit for temporary shelters would not be sufficient for The
Gathering Inn’s operations. She observed that since 2004 their operation has always
housed more than 20 people and that in 2012 their average occupancy was 51.6
people per night. On “extreme-weather” nights, where persons might be harmed by



the weather, they have served up to 82 individuals. Ms. Defosset noted that if the
occupancy for temporary shelters was limited to 20 persons, that her organization
would not be able to serve Auburn. She commented that none of the other
jurisdictions that she works have ever set a limit on occupancy other than 60-75
people. She also stated that these same jurisdictions allow 60 people for their
permanent shelters. Ms. Defosset commented that she agrees with the other
standards included with the proposed code and observed that the Auburn Police
Department has never had a problem with The Gather Inn’s operations.

Chairman Spokely asked about their staffing and parki

Ms. Defosset stated that they always have at least two. af_f members and bring in a
third staff member on extreme-weather days She ‘had no 'objectlons to the proposed
parking standards. .

Chairman Spokely asked Ms. Defosset: 1f she had any objectlons to'the new Council
requirement to maintain a list of persons attendmg the _shelter '

Ms. Defosset indicated that she had no Ob_]eCtIO

Commissioner Willick com'_l_qe'nd_e_d___Ms. Defosset:and the efforts of The Gathering

Commlsswner Worthmgton asked how they a cept homeless persons dropped off by

d1 0p~off homeless 1nd1v1duals""chat are m 0 need.

Commissxoner Worthlngton asked for clarification on the occupancy numbers for
temporary shelters ploposed in the ordinance as well as how laundry and shower

T _ facilities are pr_o.vzded by The Gathering Inn.

Defosset rei rated that they would stop any service to Auburn if they are not
 occupancy limit increased to 60-75 persons. She noted that they
-and shower facilities in Roseville and that showers are provided before
1nd1v1duals are - bussed to Auburn,

Commissioner Willick asked staff for clarification on the occupancy numbers for
permanent and temporary shelters, what the Commission previously recommended,
and the Commission’s options for the recommendations to City Council.

Planner Murray reviewed the Planning Commission’s previous recommendations for
occupancy standards, 30 persons for permanent shelters and 60-75 persons for
temporary shelters. He also noted that City Council chose to limit occupancy for



permanent shelters to 20 persons, but remained undecided on the occupancy limit for
temporary shelters.

Director Wong noted that the Planning Commission may want to recommend an
occupancy limit to City Council for temporary shelters.

Kevin O’Connell, 560 Wall Street, claimed that adequate public notice had not been
provided for the public hearing. He also questioned the selection of the Wall Street
project area for the Emergency Shelter overlay zone, cmng factors such as access
and the existing adjacent uses. '

Chairman Spokely indicated that Mr. O’Connell’s omments related to the Wall
Street rezone item appearing later on the agenda and sugg;’ ted that Mr. O’ Connell
comment during the public hearing for that 1tem

Commissioner Willick asked staff to “"eV1ew the pubhc notice _prowded for the
hearing items. :

Planner Murray reviewed the public no"ce requirements and stated that proper

public notice had been prov ded for the code a_

Virgil Trainor, owner of the: _oy n:Building, state
with his opposmon to the overlay ordmance_'__

hat he wanted to go on record

'_;'as 0 what 1:5:'-:'r'équired by the Senate Bill 2.

Robert Pr001ss1---asked- for_clariﬁcat_l_

Planner: Murray review
amendments

‘equirements and summarized the proposed code

Commissioner Wmthmgton referred to a staff proposal for the provision of shower
+, and Iaundly faclhtIes and. suggested a modification to the proposed wording of the

If)il"t;t_:fc_q_r Wong noted that the provision was specifically worded by staff to address
both current and future operators of a temporary shelter.

Chair Spokely suggested identifying an occupancy figure for temporary shelters and
recommended allowing 60 occupants for normal operations and 75 occupants for
extreme weather conditions.

Commissioners Willick and Worthington expressed support for the recommendation.



Commissioner Worthington MOVED to adopt Planning Commission Resolution 13-
10 recommending that the Auburn City Council approve the Ordinance for the
Emergency Shelter overlay zone with the following modifications:

¢  Section 159.047(A)(5)(1) revised to read as follows: Smoking/drinking/drugs.
The operations plan shall include specific measures to enforce local, state, and
federal laws regarding the possession, sale, and use of illicit drugs, and
regulating the possession, sale, and use of alcohol and tobacco.

e 159.381(B)(2) revised to read as follows: The max1mum number of occupants
shall not exceed 60 persons during normal operations, and 75 occupants during
extreme weather conditions. - :

o 159.381(B)(6) added as follows: The. prov151on of show_'_:_‘_____and laundry services
shall be included as part of the Operations Plan.

Chairman Spokely SECONDED the motion.

Commissioner Willick commented that he’ preferred a regional approach to the
homeless shelter issue and: favored the earlier: approach considered by the Planning
Commission which 1dent1ﬁed a zone district; the Industrial (M-2) zone, as the
appropriate zone district for emergency shelters. He ‘noted that he had trouble with
the overlay zone approach and in not knowmg whele it would be applied in the City
in the ﬁlture s -

: S_pokely,:W__orthmgton

"'(ES) overlay zone to the properties at 445/455 Nevada Street. With the ES overlay
ZONeE;: pelmanent ‘emergency shelters for the homeless would be allowed on the
sub}ect propemes as a use permitted by right, subject to development standards, in

Planner Murray presented the Emergency Shelter (ES) overlay rezone proposal for
the Nevada Street project area. He reviewed the properties that make up the project
area as well as the existing zoning and land uses of the project area and the
surrounding properties. Planner Murray summarized the ES zoning overlay and
noted that the overlay is added to the existing zoning. He noted that the properties
associated with the project area would be appropriate to accommodate an emergency
shelter.



Planmer Murray referred the Commissioners to a new letter submitted by the Nevada
Street property owner, Basilio Procissi. The letter expresses opposition to the
selection of his property for the ES overlay zone.

Commissioner Worthington asked staff to review the existing zoning on the project
area parcels.

Planner Murray explained the three existing zone dist, 'cts affecting the project
parcels.

Chairman Spokely noted that the request consideréd by the Planning Commission in
March 2013 that designated the Industrial zone dlstri'c, as the appropriate zone
district for homeless shelters included a separatlon buffer from properties in the
Single-family Residential (R-1) zone district. He asked how the City’s prior
consideration of a buffer from the R-1 ¢ affects the overlay zone when it includes
property in the R-1 zone.

Planner Murray stated that the overlay zonc' llows the new use in whichever zone(s)
the jurisdiction would like, and that a buffer is not needed since the intent of the
overlay is that the jurisdictior con51ders the site: to be an appropriate location for the
use (i.e. a homeless shelter). i

Commmmonel :.-_Wonhmgton ask"'d if a lotflme a ustment would be necessary to set

would not be necessary forab buffer

'";'."Dnectm Wong added that the Commlssmn could still include a buffer with the

overlay if the. Commlssmn wished to do so.

| Pianner Murray" "‘scribed on the exhibit drawings how a buffer might be utilized.

Cha.Irman Spokely ndicated his concern with the Commission’s prior consideration
of a buffer from the R-1 zone and the overlay request with property includes an R-1
zone deSIg_:’_a‘uon

Director Wong reiterated that the overlay allows you to set the overlay where you
think it is appropriate and therefore there is no need to include a buffer.

Commissioner Worthington suggested reconsidering whether the project area is
appropriate for the ES overlay zone based on services in the area, the proximity to
transit, and surrounding uses.



Chairman Spokely asked about the noticing was provided for the rezone proposal.

Planner Murray stated that public notice complies with State law and included
publication in the Auburn Journal and a mailing to all property owners within 500
of the project area.

Chairman Spokely opened the public hearing.

Robert Procissi spoke on behalf of the Nevada Street. ~property owner, Basilio
Procissi. He recognized that the discussion about homse less shelters is not an easy
issue to address, but the proposal affects property rlghts ‘and he is concerned that it
may lead to additional unknown impacts to the property in the future. If the State
mandates this requirement, what other types of things mlght,the State requzre in the
future? Mr. Procissi pointed out that deyelopment of any property is already a
complex process and that this overlay des1gnat10n would compl"x"'ate development of
the property in the future. Mr. Procissi stated that the project site is one of the last
big commercial pieces of property in the City that would help the City, financially.
He requested that the property be taken out of the V’érlay and that the City should

the City should solicit com: " ¢
PG&E and PCWA.

Mr. Pxoc1331 atecl th ";he spoke with Director Wong prior to the hearing and
nderstood the zonmg proposal.

seek shelter in the nursery greenhouses after being turned away from the homeless
shelter and could be exposed to the spraying of plants.

Mr. Eisley stated that he only found out about the request from a newspaper article
and that his father, who owns property near the project site, did not receive public
notice.



He suggested that there are better sites for a shelter in Auburn and mentioned several
alternative sites including the County building on Fulweiler Drive, the old juvenile
hall on Epperle Way, the cemetery, by the railroad tracks at the railroad tunnel south
of Mt. Vernon Road, and the road by Starks Apartments.

Chairman Spokely closed the public hearing.
Commissioner Worthington asked what the Council’s direction to staff was on April

8™ in regards to the additional analysis of the City’s zone districts and the zone
overlay process.

Director Wong summarized the City Council’s _dn__ ion, and that staff provided a
review of all of the City’s zone districts, with the except n of the Single-family
Residential and the Open Space zones. ‘In;:j__l_ddmon staff prov1ded Council with
information about the zone overlay process as well as 1nformat10n for several
possible areas where the overlay might be appropriate. He noted ﬂ1at City Council
chose the Nevada Street and Wall Street prolect areas_from the rnul‘aple options that
they originally considered. :

ion that the new ES overlay does not
limit the property owner from-developmg the pioperty with any of the uses allowed
by the current zone dIStI‘lCt(S)Ei‘-i.; -

Planner Murray:;: stated that the new zone wouldi_::_ preclude any of the uses allowed

Commlssmner Spokely: commented that he still has concerns about the buffer issue
from the R-1.zone th as. part of the Commission’s prior consideration at their
earher heaung in March. He: expressed concern that no one from the C1ty Council or
the property owner about the owner’s interest in the proposal
the site for the zone overlay.

__ Planner Murra noted t :at-: staff provided proper public notice of the Commission

Commxssmner Sﬁékely stated he was struggling with whether the Nevada Street site
was an- appropriate location and that he felt that separation of shelters from the
Single- famlly Residential zone was an important issue.

Commissioner Willick stated that he is concerned with the “shadow” placed on the
property with the ES zone overlay and the continued erosion of property rights.

Commissioner Worthington asked if there were any compliance issues for the City in
regards to SB 2.



Director Wong noted the requirements of SB 2 and summarized the timing
requirements associated with the review and adoption of the City’s Housing Element
update. He noted that the Commission’s decision this evening is a recommendation
that will be forwarded to the City Council.

Planner Murray stated that City Council would hear the code amendment and the
two Rezone entitlements on July 22, 2013,

Commissioner Worthington commented that a regional solution to the homeless
issue is very valid approach, as that additional analys1s to find a better site is
important.

Commissioner Willick noted that the Comnnssm S TESP! ) s1b111ty is to recommend
whether or not the Nevada Street prOJect 'area Is an appro nate site for the ES
overlay zone. ' i

Director Wong confirmed that the Commission’s duty is to pr
recommendation on the overlay zone." He noted ‘hat the City Council has already
been provided with additional analysis about the City’s zone districts and potential
sites for the ES overlay zone. He also noted_ that the other jurisdictions in the
County already comply with the SB 2 requlrements and the regional approach had
already been considered by the City Councﬂ T

Commissioner . Worthmgton MOVED :__l:‘ghc;_‘_Né'gative Declaration prepared

:Nevada Street overlay rezone.

The Commlssmn dlscussed the possible motions about the environmental document
. and the Rezone entltlement

Jommissjoner Wo_gthlngton withdrew her original motion.

Commissioner Spokely MOVED to recommend denial of the Rezone for the
Emergency Shelter (ES) overlay zone at 445/455 Nevada Street.

Commissioner Willick SECONDED the motion.

AYES: Spokely, Willick
NOES: Worthingotn
ABSTAIN: None

ABSENT: Luebkeman, Vitas



The motion was APPROVED.

Chairman Spokely explained to the public that the proposal was forwarded to City
Council with a recommendation against approval of the ES overlay for the Nevada
Street site.

REZONE - EMERGENCY SHELTER OVERLAY (555/570/580 WALL
STREET) - FILE# RE 13-2. The City of Auburn is proposing to apply the
Emergency Shelter (ES) overlay zone to the properties at: 555/570/580 Wall Street.
With the ES overlay zone, permanent emergency shelters for the homeless would be
allowed on the subject properties as a use permitted by right, subject to development.
standards, in addition to all other existing uses pernutted_.‘by the underlying zone(s).

Planner Murray presented the Emergency Shelter (ES) overla_y__rezone proposal for
area as well as the ex1st1ng Zoning: and land uses of the plO_]eCt area and the
surrounding properties. Planner Munay summarized the ES zoning overlay and
noted that the overlay is added to the ex1st1ng zomng He noted that the properties
associated with the prOJeet area would be’ approprlate to accommodate an emergency

. : the project area has existing
entltlements approved for the sﬂ:e and g "'ked how- the overlay zone affects the

and noted that the City would have no control with the citywide overlay. He referred
to concerns expressed by Commissioner Willick earlier in the hearing and suggested
that the City needs to do the right thing by looking at alternative locations such as
the juvenile hall and the World War II barracks (in Placer County). Mr. O’Connell
also stated that he believed the regional approach to be the practical solution. He
then reviewed the properties on Wall Street and stated that the Wall Street area is not
an appropriate location. Mr. O’Connell requested that staff provide him with the list
of names used for the public notice of this item.



Jan Haldeman, 5085 Eagles Nest, stated that he is a property rights advocate and is
also on the Salvation Army advisory board. He acknowledged that the City’s efforts
to address the homeless shelter issue are worthy, but suggested that the City
Council’s selection of the Nevada Street and Wall Street properties may not be the
best options. He noted that the Nevada Street properties are nice commercial lots for
future development and the Wall Street locations are not the place for the homeless
given current uses in the area. Mr. Haldeman questioned why the City Council
didn’t consider the Auburn Airport and suggested that the City consider rezoning
church sites and the Salvation Army’s location so:that they could house the
homeless.

Commissioner Worthington asked about the Sa : 1 _:--;s operations.

Mr. Haldeman commented that the Salvaﬁon"Army s focus is to 2 ssist the homeless,
but noted that they are not allowed to_.ff d or house the homeless at their current site
on Sutter Street due to the existing zon

Commissioner Wmﬂnngton asked what zone' trict the Salvation Army site is

situated in.

Planner Murray stated tha
Residential (R—l) zone district.

e - located in the Single-family

Virgil Trainor addl essed the Comm on. He stated that he believes that Wall Street
is not the: place to care for the homeless. Mr. Trainor noted that he has given the
Salvation Army over 2,000 pounds® of fresh vegetables. He recommended that the
: & lay zonmg on the Wall Street lots and that it look

; I onted about being notified of the Commission hearing. She
stated that she. recewe_ -public notice of the hearing on the Wednesday before the
Commission hearmg and commented that she socializes with members of the City

“ ‘Council and no one had mentioned the zone overlay proposal. Mrs. Trainor stated

‘that. she is opposed to the Wall Street location because she feels the overlay zone
would decrease their property values and would also restrict them from moving
forward ith, thezr plans to develop their lot if it has the ES overlay.

Chairman Sbokely closed the public hearing.

Chairman Spokely thanked the public in the audience for attending the Commission
hearing and noted that this is an important item and that the Commission is trying to
figure out how to deal with State requirements.

Chairman Spokely asked staff if the City could fulfill its SB 2 obligations by
rezoning the churches in the community so that they could house the homeless.



Planner Murray stated that it might be possible to satisfy the SB 2 requirements, but
it would depend on the City identifying a sufficient number of adequate sites.

Director Wong commented that public notice would need to be provided for each
potential site selected, so the noticing process for the public hearings would be
extensive.

Chairman Spokely stated he wasn’t aware of the various options previously
considered by the City Council, but he likes the idea o "h"e"’overlay Zone process in
that it allows the City to be more surgical in find ‘the right locations in our
community. He recognized the need for home ers and understands the
deadlines the City faces, but thought the City ':' “to:a decision on the issue.
He stated that he is not aware of all the research used by the ouncil in their decision
to identify the Nevada Street and Wall Street sites. Chair Spoke ly commented that
he does not see the Wall Street 51te_ a; good location. He obs ;_'ved that the two
options currently being considered incl it
seven churches in town who might want to part' 'pate with the overlay process

Director Wong noted that the City Coun01 ;
few, if any, would be less contlovermal Staff-’d1d not provide Council with data on
the R-1 zone due to prior concerns about settmg buffers from shelter; and, Council
chose not to include any smgf - '-famlly rhoods, which is where churches are
typically located

Commissioner Woﬁml}gton stated that churches may not be able to meet the
requireriii_ents to provide for a permanent shelter.

Chalrman Spok_ commented thata _i:ﬁurch could be modified to accommodate a

Commissioner Worthington MOVED to recommend denial of the Rezone for the
Emergency Shelter (ES) overlay zone at 555/575/580 Wall Street.

Commissioner Willick SECONDED the motion.

AYES: Spokely, Willick, Worthington
NOES: None



VL

VIIL

VIIIL.

ABSTAIN: None
ABSENT: Luebkeman, Vitas

The motion was APPROVED.
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT FOLLOW-UP REPORTS

A.  City Council Meetings

Director Wong reported that the Emergency Shelter
two rezone requests on this agenda are scheduled
on July 22, 2013.

erlay ordinance and the
review by the City Council

B.  Future Planning Commission Meetings
None

C. Reports

PLANNING COMMISSION RE-P O'Ii’"

Commissioner W'(f).;r'thmg& tated that’ the C1ty of Auburn has been included in Caltrans’
new: gmde called Main Street California as an example of downtown redevelopment

::_WhICh demonsnates complete streets, livability and sustainability principles for multi-

10dal tlansportatwn

FUTURE PLANNING COMMISSION AGENDA ITEMS
Planning Commissioners will discuss and agree on items and/or projects to be placed on
future Commission agendas for the purpose of updating the Commission on the progress

of items and/or projects.

None

IX. ADJOURNMENT

The meeting adjourned at 8:42 p.m.



Respectfully submitted,

Reg Murray




